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SPE:E:CH
HON. JACOB COLLAMER, of Vt.,

0N THE NEFOST OF THE EANSAS CONFERENCE
COMMITTER.

Ddleeral in the U. & Senate, Aprd 27, 1855

The Ranats baving under consideration
the report of the Committee of Confer-
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the bill for the admission of the
State of Kansas into the Union—

Mr. COLLAMER gaid :

Mr. PresivesT: 1 do not propose, at
this time, to occupy the Senate at any
great length; but 1 shall endeavor, as
.w:iuctldvnmd distinctly as [ ean, to state,
in the first place, why [, together with
those who act with me, opposed the Sen-
ste bill, without going into the argument
on its merits ; and, in the second place,
why we voted for the amendment of the
House of Representatives; and, in the
third place; why we rannot vote for the

ition now offered. '
irst, a8 o the Senate bill : its snb-
stance was, if ad , that it “admitted
Kasnsas into the Union as & State under
the Lecomptou Constitution without any
farther action of the people, Our objec-
tions consisted essentially in these : that
that conaritiition was framed by a conven.
tion which was the fruit and result of
wsurpation and fraud ; that the usurpa-
tion which had been instituted originally,
continued, 5o as to deprive the people of
the opportunity of free voling on the sub-
ject of calling e convention ; that an unfair
and imperfect census was taken, by which
8 Jarge of the people were deprived
of the chanee of vo for delegates ; that
the constitution was framed in defiance of
the will of the people, as manifested in
their then recent election for & Territorial
Legislature, and was made in point of
fact only by those who acted in and
ved of it, by a minority of those
mdly elected to the convention ; that
the constitution was professed to be
sented to the people in a disguised and
deceptive form ; that the people them-
selves were deprived of the opportunity
which had been i to them, of
passing upon the whole constitution ; that
sn eloction was held, wherein they pro-
fessed to obtain some six thousand votes
for the constitution with elavery ; that an
election for State officers was made under
that constitution by officers not in any way
sppointed by the people, snd unknown tu
the law ; that that election was fraudn-
leutly conducted ; and that, besides all
this, the people, at an election held on the
4th of January, by virtue of an act of the
Territorial Legisiature, by a very large
majority repudisted it. These, put to-
grther and aggregated, conmstituted our
abjection to the Lecompton constitution ;
and for these reasons we considered that
it ought not to receive the attention of
Congress ; that the State should not be
sdmitted under it; and that it was not
entitled to be regarded in any measure as
s constitution presenting the views of the
people of Kansas.

In all these respects the Senmate, by a
large majority, voted us down, Our
objection was not merely that the consti-
tation had not been submitted to the
people. We iusisted that, in point of fact,
tbe people had,on the 4th of Jannary,
under lawful autbority, voted directly to
reject it by a very large majority. That,
te bs sure, among others, was ground of
complaint ; but all these objections, and
others which were presented by other
gentlemen, were aggregated in the com-
plaint. The Senate, however, decided
that, in point of fact, the Lecompton con-
stitution was the constitution of Kansas,
8 fur as the action of was con-
cemed, and that it was only for Congress
to say whether they would accept it ; that
the raople had made that constitution
legally by their delegates—not only
formed it, but adopted it, and that the only
quastion of difference existing there, was
one in relation to slavery, which. as they
said, was fairly submitted. They there-
fors passed a bill admitting Kansas as »
Btate with that constitution.

I next call atteation to the amendment
presented by the House of Representa-
tives, What was its character? Why
wasit voted for 7 So far as I could under-
stand it, the snbstance of it, without
recurring to particulars, insisted on three
things : first, that the Lecompton consti-
tution should be submitted to a vote of
the people, and if they adopted it, very
well—it was to stand ; but, second, if they
did not adopt it, they should proceed, by
& convention, to form such a constitution
us they wished; and, that, upon baing
ratified by the people, they should be
admitted as & State with such new consti-
tution; and thivd, in order to secure fair
elections on the constitution, a board was
formed, consisting of the Governor and

of the Territory, appointed by
the President, and of the [!Bl'liﬂ:’g officers
of the two Houses of the Territorial Lag.
elected by the people; and this
iioum': :;hzwl. and oonlmllht;!u-

thsir returns, upon them,
and finally decide thsm.p"'.l'hmt was the
Proposition which came to us as an amend-

i

“relationship toit.  You

certainty that when the Lecompton con-
stitution, with slavery, was presented to
the people of Kansas, it would be rejected ;

and there was, therefore, no hazard io
voting to give them an opportunity of that

Bat, sir, wa were induced to vote for the
House smendment for another considera-
tion,and thas is that it provided a fair board
by which elections were to be conducted.
Woe said the previons elections in Kansas
had been controlled by violence and eor-
ruption and fraud, but thers was a chance
to have them safely and honesily con-
ducted ; and so much security was felt in
the board provided by the Hopse amend-
ment, that we were even willing to say
that when that board had supervised the
election. appointed the officers, receiyed
the returns, and adjudicated upon those
returns, the whole subject might be settled
by the proclamation of the President, and
we were led to the latter merely from
confidence in the former provision.

But another consideration, and perhaps
the most important of them all, was that
the House amendment proposed a course
of proceeding which would put an end to
this controversy in either event and at all
eventa. If the people of Kansas received
and accepted the Lecomplon constitation
by the vote of a majority, they were to be
received ; and if they did not, they were
to call & new convention and form such s
coustitution as they pleased, and when
that constitution was ratified they were to
ba admitted. There was to be the end of
controversy, It was becanse the House
amendment did end the controversy that
it commended itself to the acceptance of
those who voted for it on this side of the
Chamber.

Now, Mr, President, T come to the next
step: the proposition which is offered as
a substitute for both those bills—the pro-
position of the committes of conference. I
do not propose to go into its details; but
let us ses whether it gives to those of us
who voted against enforcing the Lecomp-
ton constitution upon the people without
their consent, and who voted for the pro-
position of the House of Representatives,
those leading features of security, and
those objects which we desired to attain,
which were given to us in the latter pro-
g‘oailion. I will state its leading provisions,

he first is, that the Lecompton constitu-
tion shall be presented to the people of
Kansas for their acceptance or rejection.
*(Oh, no,"” says the honorable Senator from
Virginia, [Mr. Hoxrer, ] it does not sub-
mit the constitation to the people.” The
majority of the Senate, by the bill they
have , decided that it was a consti-
tution perfect, so far as Kansas was con.
cerned, not to be passed upon any farther
by the people; and he says this bill so
treats it. If I understand it, it does mot
so treat it. It submits & certain question
to the people; that is, whether they will
accept certain land grants ; and it provides
that, if they accept those land grants, then,
and in that case, Lecompton shall stand
as the constitution ; butit further provides,
that if they reject that proposition in
regard to the land grants, they reject the
Lecompton constitution, Now, I ask, is
it true, as the Senator from Virginia says,
that it is consistent with the former action
of the Senate? Does it not submit a
question to the people by which they may
reject the Lecompton constitution ?  Cer-
taiuly it does. Did not the Senate say, in
the former bill, to those people, “it is all
perfect on your side, and you shall have
no opportunity to reject Lecompton 7—
Yes, they did, unconditionally ; and Isay
they now proposs a question to the people
by which the people may reject Lecomp-
ton; and yet you say that you do not
subject the Lecompton constitution to their
vote! The two are utterly inconsistent ;
and there is no ingennity or sophistry,
though the gentleman may have much of
the former, if not of the latter, which can
by possibility disguise or blink this out of
sight.

But, sir, as I said, this proposition pro-
vides for submitting to the people of
Kansas a question in relation to land
grants—whether they will accept a certain
proposition in relation to lands. It further
provides that, if they will not accept that,
then, and in that case, Lecompion goes
aside, and the people of Kansas are to
remain in their territorial condition for a
length of timo entirely indefigite. Itsays
they may have a convention when they
have s safficient number of people to enti-
tle them to a Representative in Congresa.
That num ber is now ninety-four thousagd;
but, after the next census, in 1860, it may
be one hundred and fifty thonsand; we
know not. Then, the amount of it is, that
it is an indefinite delay ; it shall be inde-
finitely deferred.

Besides, it is as much assaying to them,
“ we make you this offer of land, but if
you will not take this offer of land, liberal
as it is, now, see the danger you run of
never getting it.” Again, this same hill
provides that a different board shall be
created to direct and supervise the elec-
tion. It proposes to ndd a member, the
district attorney, sppointed by the Presi-
dent, to the Governor and Sarcetary, so
that they nluil“ h;réhmth eotllm_fr
majority of t over the presiding
oﬁm{nf the two Honses of the Legisla-
ture., We this as entirely unfair.

The first objection that cecurs to my
mind is the form in wh:s thi‘shzn-ﬁctm :;
attem to be presented to ple o
KamuP.M'fhk has been very well defined
bi the honorable Senator from Kentucky,
[Mr, Crrrrexoex.] It is to pnt to them
one question, by the answer to which they
are to decide another question that hasno

might as well put
the question to that pno;fa—"wm you
vote that yon will be freemen ?* snd now
we say to you, “if you vote that you will
be freemen, you shall have the Topeka
tation ; bat if you vote that you will
not be freemen, then you shall remain in
a territorial condition.” 'There is no more

of
charncter of
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imposed upon you a constitution to which
you are o , and you must vote
azainst a favorable offer in order to get rid
of an obnoxious constitution. You must
vote against what you desire, in order that
you may get rid of a greaterevil. If you
vote for these grants which are acceptable
to you, and liberal in their character, yon
do it at the peril of taking upon you a
constitution that you detest.” It is the
very mauner in which the question is put
to the people which is objectionable. It
is artificial in its character; it is calcuiated
to mislead. .

We have complained a great deal that
the Lecompton constitution wassubmitiad
to the people in regard to the question of
slavery, in a certain manner, which was
unfair, deceptive, and dealing in duplicity.
That submission was this: “ You msy vote
for the constitution with slavery, or for
the constitution without slavery ; but you
have to vote for the constitution, at any
rate, which hasslavery in it in either case,”
Now, how is it here? We will put to you
the question, “ Will you vote for these
land grants ? But now remember, il you
vots for the land grants, you are to have
this slave constitution, and if you vote
againsi the land grants, you are to have
slavery in your Territory without a con-
stitution.” That is, you are to have a
constitution with slavery, or slavery with-
out a constitution, but slavery at any rate.
That seems to me to be the way in which
tha question is put to them ; because you
hold that, under the Dred Scoit decision,
it is a slaveholding Territory, and there-
fore if the people vote for these land
grants, they are to take a slaveholding
State constitution, and if they vote against
them, they are to endure slavery under a
territorial form of government. That is
the after-alternative,

The next objection I have to the man-
ner in which this new bill presents the
question, is to the provision in regard to
population. It seemed to be agreed on
all hands, and it was provided in the bill
passed by the Senate, that the numbers of
the peopls of were sufficient to
justify their admission. They had num-
bers enough to admit them two years ago,
if they would make & constitution to suit
you. You thought they had numbers
enough to admit them under the Lecomp-
ton constitution. There are numbers
enough of them now to justify their admis-
sion as a BState, if they vote for this
constitution; but you give them to
understand that there are not numbers
enough, if they vote against this constitn-
tion, to make a frae one. We have here
a proposition that Kansas shall be admit-
tad if she will have a slave constitution,
and shall not be admitted if she will not
have aslave constitution. There are peo-
ple enough to hold slaves, but not people
anongh to enjoy freedom ! This, it seems
to s, is a palpable injustice—an entirely
diffsrent affair from the House amend-
ment, . . b

In the next place, the proposition whic
is now before us produces no fioality ; it
makes no settlement. "It only makes a
settlement provided they adopt the Le-
compton constitution, by voting in fnvo*
of these grants of land. That will make
a finality ; and that is the only fnality
under this proposition—a finality in one
result. If the people do not vote to accept
these grants, it provides for no finality,
no settlement, but leaves things in stafu
guo by declaring that the people of Kan-
sas shall remain under a territorial form of
government for an indefinite and unlim-
ited period of time. I do not know that
that part of the proposition will really
bave much practical effect. It seems to
me to be rather drutum fulmen, because 1
suppose Congress can at any time admit
them, notwithstanding this declaration ;
but, afler all, that is the efect it isintended
to have on the minds of the people of
Kansas, It is intended, if this bill passes,
that they shall undemstand that if they do
not accept this proposition, this shall be a
bar to their coming in until they have a
certain popalation,

Another objection, and ons to which I
have alluded before, is that we are not
content with this newly-constituted hoard
to supervise the elections; we are not
willing to iake resultsa prodaced under
such supervision, so as to say that
the President, upon the returns being
made to him, shnlroissue his proclamation,
and Kausas become a Stale, without those
returns heing submitted to our examina-
tion. Ifa board were constituted in the
manner provided in the House amend-
ment, we had so much confidence in that
manaoer of constituting the board that we
wers willing to pass it; but we are not
willing to have a board constituted in the
manaer provided in this bill, and trust in
the result. The history of affairs in Kan-
sas is such as leads us to be cauntious on
that subject. We all cannot but know, at
any rate alarge portion of usare convinced,
that the elections in Kausas bave been
either by violence at the polls, or by fraud
and false returns afterwards, so conducted
that & small minority of the people have
been kept in power. 1 need not go over
the evidences of this. The history of the

}#lig | transaction is full of them a: every step.

There is another thing that we cannot
bat remember. Whatever espe-
cially leading officers, who have been
appointed in that Territory by the Exec-
utive of this Government, the President
of the United States, have favored any
degree of fairness to the majority of the
people, have desired tosecnre them atall
againet the influence of violenze and frand,
have incurred the executive displeasure.
This remark will.apply, I thiok, to all
the Government officers there whe bave
evineed any fairoess, whether to
Governor er, Governor Gear
Secretary Stanton, or Governor Walker,
Io all cases where there has been mani.
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witnessed at their handa. 1 have no direct
authority to speak for them.

Now, sir, the whole of thiz proposition
amounts Lo this : it is saying to the peeple
of Kansas, you may vote for the Lecomp-
ton corstitution, but if you do pot have
that, you shall have nothing. We are
calling upon the people of Kansas ta aet
on the great questivn of forming their
constitution—of forming, mtifying, or g
ting in operation, if you please, by their
votes, the constitution of their State gov-
ernment. 1t is fondamental, it is the Bt
great principle of self-government. Now
you call upon that people to act on L
subject, and do you secure to them
what was promised in the Cincinnati
platform ? Its pledge was, that in form-
ing a S:ate constitution the people should
be left perfectly free to mould their insti-
tutions in their own way. Now, the
people of Kausas are called upon to take
action about the adoption of a constitu-
tion, to pass a vote which shall put that
constitution in force, or reject it; and are
they left free ? They are trammeled ap
to that one single act, whether they will
have the Lecompton constitution or have
nothing. They are not left free to form
any constitution they waut, to shape any
constitution as they may desire it to be,
in relation 1o any of their institutions, Ie
short, the vote seems to be very much
like the case of Napoleon IIL, who
allowed the people of France to vote, not
whether you will have an emperor, not
who will you have as emperor, but will
you have me for emperor ? that is all,

Mr. President, I wish now to say a few
words in regard to the views presented by
the honorable Senator from Virginia—
What was the trouble with that bill? He
says that bill merely declared, in relation
to the ordipance, that we did not ratify it ;
that we disclaimed it, and did not provide
for the state of things that would result if
the people of Kansas should not agree to
this condition on which they wera to be
admitted ; and, therefore, this bill goeson
to provide for that contingency. Well,
sir, if the bill which the Senats passed
was obnoxious to that difficulty, why, on
earth, did they pass it at all ? If it was
an objection that you ought to make pro-
vision for the contingency of the people
in a convention, or by their own votes,
refusing to ratify the amended ordinance
which you submitted to them on condition
that they should not have the ordinance
which the convention had made? The
Senator from Virginia says the difficulty
i8 in regard to the ordinance proposing
the terms on which the State shall agree
to forego the right of taxing public lands,
if it has that right, and the grants in con-
sideration of which it will yield that right.
He says, that is a matier on which the
State should pass, as a peopls, by "them-
selves, or by their delegates; and that,
until they do that, you cannot admit them
as a State, unless they have themselves
delegated that power to their own eon-
vention. Then, I ask, how came the
Senate to pnss the original bill, by which
they jumped over all objections of that
kind ? I say this is a different thing, and
'inmnsistem with that hill iu that respect.

But the truth is, all that amounted to
nothing, for the ordinance is no part of
the constitution. They eclaim certain
grants of land. If we receive them ander
their constitution, without disclaiming the
ordinance, we make the grants; but the
bill passed by the Senate provided that
they should be admitted on condition that
the ordinance should be of no effect, and
farther provided that nothing contained
in the bill should exclude them from
claiming what had been granted to Min-
nesota, (which is what is now offered,) or
prevent Congress from making grants
whenever it chose. Wad pot that left
right 7 I see no objection to that part of
the bill ; there never was any objection
made to that on thisside of the Chamber,
I believe, Neither the people there nor
anywhere else made any objection toiton
that ground. No, sir, thisisa mero device,
There has never been any issue of that
kind mads in any quarter, by any man, or
by any paper in Kansas, here, or else-
where, 1tds altogather an afterthought,
a device cooked up for this occasion,

The honorable Benator from Virginia
claims that this very proposition does that
which weald settle this controversy,as he
thinks, Well, then, he must think they
are going to adopt the Lecompton consti-
tation, I suppose ; but he hardly intimates
that. He hardly belicves they will do
that, What then ? It will leave Kansas
in a territorial condition, and then, he
suys, we shall have a guarantee of peace
for three, four, five, orsix years. Wherein
is that guarantes of peace ? May not, and
will not, the same controversy continue in
Eansas as heretofore ? 8Shall we have
taken any step to cure it? Not atall,
Will they not continue to call conventions
and ask for admission into the Union
whenever they please? Certainly; bat
oh, it is said we have provided hers that
they shall not bs admitted until they
have the proper number. That, howaver,
does not prevent Congress from admitting
them, nor prevent them from wsking
for a:lmimio:.{ dﬁmy bone of munfﬁ
e 8] iscord, o int o
l:g{y E-Pli:i'ch has ever apel:!ugmﬂm or
the country on this subject, remains, and
will remain until they are sdmitled as a
State. It is vain to suppose that we
are going to localize the quarrel now, any
more than we have succeeded in doing w0
heretofore. The people of this Union, in
all parts of ‘it, particularly in the North
and South, have taken too deep an inter-

to go on without their participating in it,
in %:mt at lesst. They will partakein
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possible reason, than becanss they knew
that the constitntion wounld be rejected ?
The vote that wus taken on the 4ih of
January, even if you count o the other
side all the votes given on fhe 21st of
Dm{mbcr. qul.;s s;ml ible d-;uls‘nl:::
it. I suppose that alLthe people of Kan-
e38 who desired to bave u.{: Lecompton
Constitution, voted for if, either with or
without slavery, on the 21st of Decem-
ber. Six thousand votes were returned as
having been cast on that oecasion. I do
not think mors than half of them were
really cast, but call it six thousand I
suppose that about all the of Kan-
sas who desired 1o rejeet the constitution
altogether, voted against it on the 4h
of January—more than ten thousand.
Under these circumstances, can there be
any reasonable doubt as to the views of
the people of Kansas ? None at all
Viewing itin that light, I consider it al-
together wrong to resort to any contrivan-
ces, any devices, any expedienis, on the
part of Congress, to endeavor to get rid of
that ex ion of the will of the people,
and to fix npon them, in any way, a con-
stitution that we know they donot de-
sire.

This proposition is subject to all the
exceptions I have madetoit, and yot
more. It proposes to submit the question
to the people of Kunsas, at such a time,
and in such a form, and under such pecu-
liar circumstances, that we must see that
it is intended, atleastit is well calcula-
ted and ingeniously devised, to secura if
possible, the success of the Lecompton
Constitution, whether the people: really
desire itor not,

Among the othermeans which may be
counted upon for possible success in this
vote, is the immenbiiity of getting the
people to vote against a proposition for
lands, which proposition they like, be-
cause a constitution may follow. Is it
not operating asa blind npon the people ?
“Here isa fuir und liberal proposition to
youof land ; do you not like it ' Ev-
ery man may say, I like it.” Then
comes the question, “ will you vote for
it? *“No, I will not vote for it, because
I will have to take such a constitution
withit. ” Is it to beexpected that every
man in Kansas will understand that ? Is
not the very manner in which the ques-
tion is presented to him, calculated to dis-
guise the real question, and to delude
bim.

Aguin, we know that the people have
been harassed and dragooned and contin-
ued underall sorts of violent oppressions,
which the forms of law allow, for many
years in succession. [ need not go over
the story ef the violence and the wrongs
which they have suffered, and that long
and severely. They very much need re-
pose. Now you propose to them that they
may bave repose, How ? If they will
take sluvery. Otherwise they are to have
no repose, no security, but are to be sub-
jected to a still longer continusnce of
their sufferings, and to endure longer trib-
ulation,

In the next place, it may be counted
that they will vote for it, beeauss all
those who “desire the places of Sanators
and Representatives andi Governors and
Secretariesand Treasurers and other offi-
ces, all those who hope for, and have some
reasonable expectation of succeeding in ob-
taining some of these offices, desire to
get Kansas in a State form as soon as pos-
sible, You will haveall that weight to
obtain a particular slaveholding constita-
tion, thongh it is not the constitution the
pecple desire.  Besides, you have the as-
sistance of the territorial officers appoint-
ed by the Execative. They well know
what the ruling majority here desire to ef-
fect. They know that they desire to ef-
fect the adoption of the Lecompton Con-
stitution. That is well understood by the
Governor, the SBecretary, the marshal, the
district attorney, the land officers, and all
the other officers of this Government in
the Territory of Kansas, All their aid is
to be eounted upon. That would not be
so if it were submitted to the le to
mzke such a constitution as they desired.
That would be an entirely different effect
snd then the action and influence of these
officers might be entirely neutralized,

Farther, instead of saying to ths peo-
ple of Kansas, “you may settls this
question by formirg such a constitution
as you waunt,” this proposition gives them
no sach opportunity. Itis so frumed as
to present to the world this view : *the
mzjority in Congress have always_desired
to have this matter settled, but the EKan-
sas people want to keep it up, and the Ab-
olitionists try tomake them keep it up.
Now we have offered tolet them make a
State conatitution if they please ; that is,
to take the Lecompton éomtitulion ; but
they have coolly rejected it This be-
ing done, it may be argued,  can we not
say tothe whole world, do you not see

that it is the Kansas that try to
kecp this question bpen ; they would not
sdopt the constitution we offered them ;»
and they maust incar easure and pre-
judice for trying to keep the question open,
when you have given no opportuni-

ty fairly to close it.

this proposition addresses itself, calculat-
ed to give it success, The people of
Kansas have been told by the Executive of
the United States that, if they wounld only
gel to be a Stats, especially if they would
getio be a&lave State, it would be the
shortest and quickest rosd to obtain
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There is another consideration to which | P*%%

aud in need of rest, and desirons of go-
ing about their industrial parstits. Is
ot this whols tion well calculsted

o sacure & vote of longc?p-lpaw
ple, desirous of , even for what they
do ot want ? Thatruthis, it addresses
them with motives of that kind, If 13
follow it, they will certaiuly be delud

Justsosure as the Lacompton Constitu-
tion is put into effect and operation, it
will net be amended. If they attampt

to amend it immedistely upon its being put |.

into o on by the action of the nawly

Lagislature, the Governor

would
veto the act. szmopmphhv- respeet dus to
not gok, two-thir jslatur
ST S AT S

tempt to araend the constitution will be
stopped : butif it were to go on, whenev-
er that resolves itself into a judicial ques.
tion, as it may ataoy time, and is £
ed to the Bupreme Court of the United
States, it will no doubt be decided that
the people cannot alter their constitution
contrary to the provisions of that consti.
tution. It will be held thatit is a sort of
national compact by which people have
come into the government of the majori-
ty on that condition, and being thus in
the nature of a compact, it is incapable ot
being changed, except agreeably to the
torms of the compact itself. They will
be deladed in that ; and I suppese, in-
deed I know, that this is well calculated
to delude them. Whether it will do so
effectually, time will determine,

I bave very little hesitation in saying
that, whatever may take piace, if the
question of accepting the land grants is
presented to the people, under this bill,
rely upon it,, Mr, President—I s
merely from the lessons which the histo-
ry of Kansas has taught me—a majority
will be returned in favor of accepting the
land grants, Isay that a majority will
be returned for it, in all human probabili-
ty, whatever the actual votes may be, I
do not agres with the honorable Senator
from Kentucky, that the result will be
otherwise, and that the proposition will
be rejected. 1 do not say that I do not
believe a majority of the people will vote
against it ; butl say the returns will
show a majority the other way ; aud when
Isay that, I speak merely from the les-
gom"taughl. me by the history of Kansas
1tsell.

Thereis another matter that equally
bears upon this proposition, and address-
es itself to us on this occasion, An elec-
tion has been held under the Lecompton
constitution ; and if the people accept
these land grants with this condition, of
course, then, I take it, they are to abide
by that election. XNow, can anybody tell
me what is?the result of that elec-
tion? Does not the fical and ultimate
determination of it rest with a certain Mr.
Calhoun to-day ? Is it mot sltogether
within his bands and under his control ?
Most unquestionably itis. If the people
do as they may do under this ition,
and as it is calculated to have them do—
accept the Lecompton Constitution under
the belief that the certificates of election
ara to be actuslly issued to & majority of
the representatives of the Free State par-
ty, they will certainly be deluded.

I have attempted to show that ali these
motives and purposes aro ented, by
the arrangement of this bill, calenlated
not to carry into effect the true wishes of
the people of Kansas, but to frustrate and
evade them, and obtain, in point of fact,
from these wmotives and cousiderations, a
vote of that people, by which they shall
take nupon themselves this slave constita-
tion, abhorrent to their feelngs.

Mr. President, I do not wish to detain
the Senate longer, I have stated the rea-
sons why, in my view, we cannot vote for
this bill that is now presented
ever it shall coma up properly, proposed
by the committes of confersnce. It is
utterly inconsistent with the votes we
have given in relation to the House
amendment. [ do not know but that, if
it be presented to them, the people of
Kansas will manifest & continnance of the
virtue and endurance they have hereto-
fore displnﬁcd. by which they will disre.

rd all the motives and inducements

ere held out to them, hold on their way,
and go on enduring even uuto the end,
rejecting this proposition. It is possible
that such may be the resalt of their dis-
cernment and their virtne ; but I think
wo have but little reason fo ex that
such will be the result. Certain Iam that
none of these gentlemen who contrived
this bill, and devised the form in which it
is rrucaled, expect to have any such re-
sult. At least a strong hope is entertained
that it will secure the purposes for which
it is designed by these contrivances—se-
cure success to the Lecompton coustitu-
tion, whether the people desire it or
not,

Viewing it in this light, regarding itin
this view, it seems to me that the thing it
self, in its character, and allits aspects is
utterly inconsistent with that conduct
that begomes sn American Senate—the
Con of a great people, whose conduct
shonld be disti ed for direct
ness, for frankness, for jostness, for fair-
not for cunning nor davice, Sir, I

here, when. | Part

Woman and Her Work.

Tteeloquent Rev, Dr, Cuarms doliverad

#bls lecture, a few weeks ago, i New-
gﬁ,mﬂnﬁgﬁd‘mﬁ,wﬁ& was
listened to by the Aldermen, Common
Qouncil, ten Governors, Postmaster, nearly
all the officisls, and an immense andience
of thosein privatelife, The N, Y. Thidume
reports the substance of it, as follows:
“Tha leotarer said : The originality of
any thought is to its truth, 1(
it is old, it should be med on account
Hin subject led
woman is poton-

between man woman is the mos!
beantiful expression of the great law of
nature, Woman is simply the equal of
man—nothing more, nothing less We
have po right to determine what i
woman’s sphere by any arbitrary preju-
dices. I cannot recognize any such fset
as man’s rights or woman's rights ; Tonly
reccgnize human rights. Woman's orbit
i the orbit of her humanity, and hence
she ought to be man's equal before the
world, before the law, as she is before
God, And let no one be disturbed by
vistons of strong-minded women, with
spectacles, lecturing on Kansas. The
question is, what is truth, and not what
are the imaginable consequences. Man
may run against Ged's will, but cannot
alter it. T urge that woman should actu-
allv be something more than she has been
held to be. She has been placed above
the scale and cast below it; she has been
man's slave and his empress. In one
place you may see her the poor drudge of
the wash-tub or the needle, working to
support a drunken husband ; in another
place wea see her in some parlor, listening
to the confectionery of small talk furnished
by some dandy. Bociety around usis but
little more than a modification of these two
pictnres, What we want is some way of
deliverance for woman from being s mere
slave, and something more substantial
than those accomplishments which make
her but & mere gewgaw, The legal argn-
ment has already been presented, so
shail pass on to the subject of woman's
edncation, Woman ought to be reudered
less dependent upon man. Our present
state of society too often so trains her s«
to make marriage an absolute necessity.
I am glad if there is some ad vance in this
respect; I am glad if some women and
clergymen are regarded as something else
than respectable paupers. Woman can
become what she should be, and do what
she should do, only by & genuine educa-
tion. I cannot see why there should be
a very sharp discrimination between the
education of boys and girls. If a certain
kind of learning will develop the intellect
of the boy, why not of the girl? You
may say woman cannot be & Newton or a
Bhaks Well, ifshe can’t she won't ;
and so where's the harm ? [Laughter.)
Why should a woman, with & liberal adu-
cation, be less fitted for the duties of a wife
or mother? If in the cultivated mind
there is a reserved force for emergencies,
why should woman be debarred from that
blessed skill that unlocks the treasuries of
truth and o communion with the
distant and the dead? In many cases
woman is brought up not to a sell-reliance,
bat aimzly to make a settlement for life,
We all have a horror of female gamblers ;
but how many women are really gamblers
for a lucky match ? Do we wonder there
is often the gambler's loss as well as his
hazard ? In the world's version, it isnot
charity but money that covers a multitude
of sins. The ric igate receives the
hand of virtue and beauty. Buat there
would not be so many serpents in the
erres of fashion if thers weare not Eves
in the garden to listen. In rude society,
woman was bought and sold as a slave,
and some of our manners are not much
better. Christianity teaches us that woman
has & soul ; but many men act as though
they had not accepted, and many women
as though they had nonetogive. Women
have a right to & proper culture, not as
woman's righta, but as human rights; as
maen's equal and companion, she requires
a training which will nloz every human
faculty. The true way to find thesphere
of anything, is to educate it to its highest
capacity. A gennine culture will produce
nothing that will overrun its divinely-
appointed limits. Woman's work will
follow spontaneously from woman’s na-
ture, and will accord with the quatities of
her being. It will not therefore be strong
physical work, but where clean, delicate
work is needed, where emotion mingles
with thought, it will be her work in the
future, and still more s the futare opens

intocivilization,. Woman’s truest work is

five m‘: for making

with women's
bear the inscription, “More work sad
better pay.” But there is
who perish morally, We must
from all the facts, .lo

and jt i
want of work has a deal
driving to shame 20,000

ho walk our - whoss
the shame is not sll with them.

upon him who offers the price of dishonor;
shame upon those ‘able women who
smile upon the victorions debauches ;
shame upon ourselvea if we nourish any
prejudice which depreciates the value of
woman., with
the shame of the lost girl, and

a little the cnme that bears too exel

npon her. Here are these two classes who
must have work or else honorably or dis-
honorably perisiw.

But there is another class of women,
who wre compelled to work, concerning
whom one of the nohle:::np;n of our
da rs. Jameson) s if & more
en arg?di social sphere cannot be allowed
woman? 1 csn merely say, that this
fleld is indicated in the _pinumﬁ
institutions of our age, It 1s exem
ia women like Elizabeth Fry, avd Flor-
ence Nightingale, [Applauvse] One of
thoss soldiers of the Crimea said,
that her shadow seemed to do him good
as it passed over his bed. What & com-
pliment to her was that of another poor

sick man, who said to her, “I believe you
are not s woman, but an angel” How
much better is that than the of

the drawing-room, or triumph of o Hirta-

tion, lause.] How many a woman
mignht l:.g mgaI] to the poor bollow eyes
that followed her from a sick bed. Let

us remember that this is not an sitempt
to draw woman from her sphers. Lot us

1| consider how many claims there sre out of

this sphere. Lot us not fear any ridicnle
whichPmny be cast :{:{: us. Ridicule is the
feeblest weapon can be used; it
proves the lack of heavier artillery ; it
fires scattering shot, and does not hit the
mark. [Applanse] It is rather a fear-
ful picture to be sure, of s masculins
woman, scheming in Wall street, or shout-
ing in Tammany Hall. But when called
to step forward to the line, who shows
more msnliness, mors courage thsn wo-
man? Look at the maid of Baragossa,
look at Grace Darling, and st thas noble
woman who, but a year broaght homs
the ship of her poor disabled busband ;
she may have been out of ber sphere,
she circumpavigsted the globe. [Ap-
planse.] I am inclined to believe that s
the strests, is fully as
incougruous as & woman in the Senate or
the Forum. s

The trae idea of civilization will never
be unfolded till woman has been placed
upon an equality with man. Inthe cabin
of the Mayflower: in the war of the
Revolution, when the wives loaded the
muskets, there were such men because
thers were such women. The
trausactions of history sre

sho stands nearest Lo man as an
and when Christisnity shall have
its highest point, her heart will
his hand. Let woman stand upon
ground of her human nature, then
will be mutual honor and mutusl
then there will be no discordant musie
the march from the paradise which
left together—io that paradise which they
bope to sttain. [Grest applauss.]

W 9 Railroad King

Houn. J. W. WniasT, the
of Indians, with his family, arrived in
Quindaro on Thursday last, May 13th
He brings with him his enginoer and T
master, and says that Lawrence must
ounnnen:'i by pr‘:;!mm;db’
and 8t. Jose
and Parkville within sighteen months —
at Qaindaro, while his
at Lawrence. His Found
shop, with a large var
were being shipped
he left Indians, and
days.

Judge Wright has
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